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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- . Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I) 13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 02/21/2002 . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) . is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 02/21/2002 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) Including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

II) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action orfonn PTO-152. 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "the behavior modification" in line 1. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

For the process of examination, Examiner will treat "the behavior modification" 
as "policy management rules " 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 3 5 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Amin et al. U.S. Patent No. 6714987. 
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Regarding claim 1, Amin discloses a mobile computing network (see figs. I and 
2) including at least one mobile computing device coupled to the network via a network 
point of attachment (i.e. the establishment of access session attaches the mobile host to 
the serving network) (see col. 5, lines 49-50), including a policy-management 
arrangement (see abstract) that applies policy management rules based on various 
metrics including mobile computing device location (i.e. Amin discloses a mobile 
computing network which includes both a network service function layer which is 
associated with an access management layer. The network service layer includes a 
policy management server, and the access management layer includes a policy 
enforcement server, a location-tracking server. The LSF/NSF network comprises of a 
session server with which the access management layer (AML) must be in association to 
provide services. The session server, which is associated with the AML, provides 
services such as address translation, location service, and bandwidth management and 
admission control. Also, the AML component performs controlling and policy 
enforcement function. Thus, one skill in the art would immediately envision that policy- 
management, as described by Amin and seen in the schematics disclosed, is included 
within the mobile computing network, and the policy management is based on various 
metrics including location-tracking and bandwidth availability) (see abstract, figs. 1-3, 
and 7, col. 13, lines 66-67, col. 14, lines 1-3, and 39-42). 

Regarding claim 2, Amin discloses a network (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising a distributed processing arrangement that distributes processing of attributes 
of the rules at the mobile computing device and/or the mobility management server (i.e. 
the policy management server distributes poUcies/rules to the network devices to enforce 
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the policies defined by the network administrator; thus one skill in the art would 
immediately envision that the poUcy management server which defines policies for users 
and network devices, for distributing attributes of the rules to users and network devices, 
has to be inherently comprised of appropriate processing arrangement for the 
distribution of those policies) (see col. 28, hnes 51-52). 

Regarding claim 3, Amin discloses a network (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising a priority arrangement that prioritizes the rules by position in the entry in 
such table (i.e. the poUcy management server, which is part of the core network, 
distributes policies/rules to the network devices and the users. The policy relevant 
information is distributed at the appropriate hierarchy network layer in order to expedite 
real time critical decisions (see col 28, lines 49-59). 

Regarding claim 4, Amin discloses a network (see claim 1 rejection) further 
cdmpfisihg a dSa st^^ the riile attributes that is locally of centrally admim 
central management services (i.e. Amin discloses a directory server, part of the NSF 
service layer, which stores the user service profile and policy/rule in a database. The 
directory server communicates with other network components such as policy 
management server that defines and distributes policies to users and network 
devices)(see fig. 2, col 28, lines 51-52 and col 29, lines 1-7). 

Regarding claim 6, Amin discloses a network (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
effect of the behavior modification (as stated above being treated as 'policy management 
rules') is to allow, deny or delay a request based on attributes of the rules (see col. 14, 
lines 49-63). 



Application/Control Number: 10/078,377 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2681 

Regarding claim 7, Amin discloses a network (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising an arrangement that invokes a rule or set of rules to modify the 
apphcation(s) processes even if the application is already started (i.e. Amin discloses a 
policy management server, which provides policy decisions to control the network 
behavior provided to the user) (see col. 28, lines 52-54). 

Regarding claim 8, Amin discloses a network (see claim 1 rejection) further 
comprising point of presence information that is used to provide relevant information to 
the mobile computing device (i.e. once the access session is established, subscriber 
management services are executed, and the mobile host establish a point of presence at 
the local serving network) (see col 6, lines 63-67, and col. 7, lines 1-4). 

Regarding claim 10, Amin discloses a network further comprising an arrangement 
that extracts topological information is result of the location information (i.e. when a 
mobile host moves to a new location, a new directory name system (DNS) hierafchy is 
established bases on user's current location) (see col. 29, lines 7-26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 5 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Amin in view of Bowman- Amuah, U.S. Patent No. 6438594. 

Regarding claim 5, Amin discloses a network comprising of a policy management 
server that defines business and services concerns policies for users and network devices, 
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and provides policy decisions to control network behavior provided to the user (see col. 
28, lines 48-54). One skill in the art would immediately envision that because the poUcy 
management server defines business and services concerns, the business and services 
concerns may be based on cost of service, point attachment, and security. 

Although Amin discloses a network as disclosed above, Amin fails to specifically 
disclose a network further comprising an arrangement that modifies behavior of a 
particular application(s) based on a number of metrics including cost of service, network 
point of attachment, and trust relationship. 

However, Bowman- Amuah discloses a network in which routing decisions are 
based on the cost, percent utilization, and reliability (see col. 89, lines 12-1 8). 

Amin and Bowman- Amuah are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the arf at the time ~ 
of the invention to combine both teachings in order to arrive at the claimed invention. 
The motivation for such combination would have been to ensure the security of the 
application. 

Regarding claim 9, Amin discloses a network (see claim 1 rejection) comprising 
of a policy management server, which provides policy decisions to control network 
behavior provided to the user (see col. 28, lines 52-54). 

Although Amin discloses a network as disclosed above and in claim 1 rejection, 
Amin fails to disclose a network further comprising an arrangement that uses rate of 
motion along with distance measurements to alter behavior of applications and/or the 
communication path. 
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However, Bowman- Amuah discloses a network where the packet 
forwarding/internetworking service transfers data packets and manages the path that data 
takes through the network. Bowman- Amuah continues by disclosing that the packet 
forwarding/internetworking service can maintain routing information that is used to 
determine the best route for each packet, where the routing decisions are made based on 
the cost, percent utilization, delay (i.e. rate of motion), and total distance of each path 
(see col. 88, lines 65-67, col. 89, lines 12-18, col. 90, lines 1-5). 

Amin and Bowman- Amuah are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teachings of Amin with the teachings of Bowman- Amuah 
to arrive at a network fiirther comprising an arrangement that uses rate of motion along 
with distance measurements to alter behavior of applications and/or the cbmihuriicatioh 
path. The motivation for such combination would have been to allow accurate receiving 
of information and to ensure the information is directed to the appropriate destination. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Pierre-Louis Desir whose telephone number is 
703-605-43 12. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 0800- 
1630. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David R Hudspeth can be reached on (703) 308-4825. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent AppUcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished appUcations is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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